late in reporting for work, I would have to order respondent to
pay wages for a period in 1983 which had not been considered
when data were originally obtained for purposes of calculating
back pay.  Therefore, I issued an order, on August 18, 1983, pro-
viding for the parties to submit additional statements or argu-
ments with respect to three questions posed in that order.  Sub-
sequently, I issued an order on September 15, 1983, granting
respondent's motion for an extension of\ time to October 5, 1983,
within which to reply to the order of August 18, 1983.  There-
after, I issued on September 27, 1983, Ian order granting com-
plainant's alternative request for an extension of time within
which to file a reply brief.  Finally, on November 8, 1983, I
issued an order requiring the parties to submit by December 2,
1983, (1) evidence with respect to the number of hours to be
used in calculating back pay for the period in 1983 during which
complainant was not employed because of his having reported a
day late for reinstatement and (2) information pertaining to any
wages which complainant may have earned during the applicable
period in 1983.

Complainant's reply to the order of November 8, 1983, was
mailed on December 7, 1983, which was 5 days after the date
provided for the mailing of replies in my order of November 8.
Therefore, on December 14, 1983, respondent's counsel filed a
motion asking that I dismiss complainant's claim for compensa-
tion for the period in 1983 during which complainant was not
reinstated.  Complainant's counsel has filed no reply to re-
spondent's motion,  I shall hereinafter rule upon respondent's
motion of December 14, 1983, as a part of this decision.

I shall not hereinafter again refer to respondent's motion
for disqualification or motion for reopening the record because,
as indicated above, I have disposed of all issues raised in
those motions in my separate orders issued April 1, 1983, and
May 19, 1983.  I have acted upon the motions in separate orders
apart from this decision because each of those matters has al-
ready been the subject of separate Commission orders and the
record should clearly reflect the disposition which I have made
as to each of those motions.

DETERMINATION OF FIRST PERIOD FOR REIMBURSEMENT OF BACK PAY

At the first back-pay hearing held on November 30, 1982,
complainant testified that the only wages he had earned between
the time of his discharge by respondent and the day of the hear-
ing was an amount totaling $20,612.47 which had been paid to
him by Four J Coal Company and B. C. McCullah Bros,, Inc., for
work performed from June 15,, 1981, through May 25, 1982 (BPTr.
21).  Although two different employers appear to have employed:
complainant, ,the twovnames just indicate a change in a single
employer's name (Exh. 2).  Complainant stated that although he
had tried to obtain work with other companies, he had been

639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